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. the Power so entangled a benevolent neutrality, and use its
*    utmost endeavor for the localisation of the conflict.
IV. The duty of neutrality which arises from the pre-
ceding Article has no application in so far as it may not be
reconcilable with existing agreements which the High Con-
tracting Powers have already made. The making of new
agreements which make it impossible for either of the Con-
tracting Parties to observe neutrality toward the other be-
yond what is provided by the preceding limitation is ex-
cluded in conformity with the provision contained in Article
Haldane objected to Article III as being too wide-reach-
ing. It would preclude England from coming to the assis-
tance of France should Germany attack her and aim at
getting possession of such ports as Dunkirk, Calais and
Boulogne. This England could never tolerate, because it
was essential to her island security that these ports should
remain in the friendly hand of France. Suppose, he said,
that England were to attack Denmark, to seize a naval sta-
tion, or for some other object disagreeable to Germany,
Germany must have a free hand. Similarly, if Germany
fell upon France "with her tremendous army corps," Eng-
land could not bind herself to remain neutral. Furthermore,
such a formula might also hamper England in discharging
her existing treaty obligations to Belgium, Portugal and
Japan. Lord Haldane therefore proposed to modify Articles
II and III so that they would read:
II. They will not either of them make or prepare to
make any unprovoked attack upon the other, or Join in any
combination or design against the other for purposes oj ag-
gression, or become party to any plan or naval or military
enterprise alone or in combination with any other power
directed to such an end.
165 Haldane, p. 64; GP., XXXI, 116 ff. Kiderlen was not present at
any of the conversations with Haldane, but he assisted Bethmann in
drawing up this formula.

